If the lines that follow induce a feeling of ennui, their excuse is the fact that they were written because of concern for the future and not that we cannot proudly point to many valuable achievements in our career thus far. Some may call this protest the "muck-raking" of a trouble-maker; but let it be recorded as an humble effort to focus a search-light upon facts, the whole attempt being constructively planned to accelerate the advancement of our beloved calling, the majority of whose members, with but relatively slight remuneration, aim sincerely to aid and better serve mankind.
The dental profession of today is menaced by a great danger, namely, commercialized education, which, imbedded in money greed, rotten with inefficiency, bankrupt in great teachers, steeped in self-appointed authorities, and lacking in examples of spiritual leadership, infects the hand that feeds it.
Commercialized education may be defined as that form of educational business in which financial profit is considered either partly or wholly the fundamental object of its existence.
The reasons are cogent why attempts to place our profession on a dignified and scientific basis have, in the past, proved only partly successful. A cynical attitude on the part of the medical profession toward the idea of dentistry as an independent and learned profession, coupled with the mechanical atmosphere with which it was first dominated; insufficient numbers of interested men (the female factor was negligible), due to the comparative youth of their calling and the newness of dentistry as a distinct field; lack of fraternal sympathy due to jealousies, vanities and secrecies; segregated geographical distribution, with limited facilities for travel and association; scarcity of important dental literature; absence of proper medical standards which could be used as models, reflected in the preceptor system-all contributed to conditions that have prevented the broad establishment of systematized and scientifically directed dental education.
The result is seen in every part of the country. Lacking sufficient idealistic stimuli necessary for the proper establishment of any great learning, one of the consequences was commercialism. Money could and can be made even in teaching dentistry; and not only has this been done in the past but, sad to say, such a condition continues to be recognized to a considerable degree by the good-natured but mischievous tolerance exhibited by our profession.
A substantial number of our undergraduate dental schools are commercial in character, that is, they are conducted in the form of a corporately controlled educational business and comparatively few are of the best type. Today, as we scan the report of an attempt at standardization for the improvement of dental education, we readily note that these commercial schools, in spite of their numerical influence, are mostly reported as only fair or poor; and, corroborated by the experience of their students, they stand convicted of lacking those requirements which, modeled from the standards of our finest medical schools, make for the best education of dentists. Ensconced by a lackadaisical guardianship, carried out after a fashion, dental education has been largely in charge of incompetent institutions.
Let it here be said in all fairness, particularly by those of us who are their products, that, judging from past standards, these schools have, generally speaking, done their best; and whatever good has been done for those who have passed through their doors must, with the bad, be fully accredited to them. But this is a new age. In spite of all good intentions, wholesome as they may be, when money-making is either partly or wholly a necessary object or ultimate purpose of any institution of learning, something must be wrong in its administration or ideals, or both, for commercialism and education make a poor combination.
There are those who will say that the world moves slowly and improvement in dental education, as in other spheres, takes time.
Yes; but what advantages are there in this morose attitude toward commercialized education from the standpoint of the public we serve, of the profession itself, or of the student of dentistry? Should such a condition be permitted to continue?
There are two noticeable deficiencies in the poorly educated dentist of today. One is a lack of scientific concept and knowledge, as manifested by a persistence of the purely mechanical outlook. The other is a scarcity of public-spirited endeavor, as seen in the slouchy attitude toward high professional ideals concomitant with a failure to be imbued with what may be termed the spirit of public service as carried out by the medical fraternity. While it may be claimed that such deficiencies are partly attributable to the individual irrespective of his educational source, the writer contends that the major cause is the lack of professional idealism that never was, and never will be, imbued within the portals of commercialized dental schools.
What is the remedy? Complete abolition of commercialized dental education. Indeed, even the philanthropically endowed institutions are not conducive to the most wholesome interests of education. The state, representing all the people through the state university, should control and conduct dental education. The evil of moneymaking by commercialized dental schools, and the ignominy of money-THE JOURNAL OF DENTAL RESEARCH, VOL. III, NO. 4 begging by philanthropic institutions with a consequent loss of academic independence, go hand in hand. However, the first step toward progress is the absorption of the dental educational business. Even the publicly endowed or eastern type of university school would be and is some improvement upon the older commercial type. But the main tendency in this country is toward direct state control of education. While the writer is not an advocate of all socialistic doctrines, he nevertheless strongly urges the practical adoption of complete state administration and direction of education, more particularly in relation to the teaching of dentistry.
Such a system was first carried out in several western states, where all professional schools except those of theology are under state control.
"State universities are the vitalized expression of popular sovereignty, thinking the highest thought in education and cultural organization. They touch the finer life of the commonwealth at every point, and represent the conviction that the state is bound as a condition of its safety and perpetuity to provide from its own resources both a sound and well-adapted general education for all its citizens, and a higher and more exacting discipline for those who are to be its leaders and inspirers."2 Except in some schools which make separate provision for negroes, there is no distinction as to race, color, creed or social class. They are linked in a general educational scheme and cooperate with the public-spirited interests of the state. "The state university is already the peer of the older foundation, whether measured by resources, student registration, scholarly standards, or public confidence in its integrity and leadership."2 Among the states whose official state-supported universities conduct dental schools of the best or "class A" standing are California, Illinois, Iowa, Michigan, and Minnesota.
Our profession should not alone advocate the highest type of undergraduate education, but should urge the adoption of state laws which would make it legally impossible for any but graduates of "class A" schools, after sufficient time for readjustment is allowed, to be admitted to practice. Incidentally another prospective reform is the establishment of a single Federal examining board to take the place of the multitudinous state bodies, with interstate privileges to those who successfully meet its requirements. Such a body has already been established for medicine and is recognized by several states.
If the dentist of the future is to be decently educated, we must first establish means for the decent education of the future dentist.
